Activities
The few mentioned annal entries show that the Gall-Ghàidheil were present in Ireland for at least two years and their activities extended from Ulster, Glenelly, near Strabane, in the north, to Munster, County Tipperary (Ara Tíre), in the south. Two facts about them come through clearly, they appear to have been present in large numbers and militarily they were singularly unsuccessful. They may have been pursuing a series of disconnected raids throughout Ireland, although there is no association of their name with attacks on churches or monasteries, or, as they are twice mentioned in alliance with Irish forces, they may have been following a coordinated policy, perhaps as mercenaries. The Gall-Ghàidheil had the same enemies as Mael Sechnaill, the formidable king of the Clann Cholámáin, the major dynasty of the Southern Ui Néill, having a particular aversion to the Vikings of Dublin. The major preoccupations of the last decade of Mael Sechnaill's life were the conquest of Munster and countering the threats to his kingship posed by his most serious rivals, Aed Finnliath, king of the Northern Ui Néill, and the Scandinavians of Dublin, led by ĺmar and Amlaib. Their actions become coherent if they are seen as supporting Mael Sechnaill as mercenaries in these endeavours (Downham 2007, 17) .
Origin
The annal entries do not tell us where the Gall-Ghàidheil came from. They appear out of the blue and disappear just as mysteriously, until the term re-emerges in 1034, when both the Annals of Ulster and the Annals of Tigernach record that 'Suibne son of Cinaed, king of Gall-Ghàidheil, died'. In the 12 th century the term is used to denominate the dominant ethnic group in south-west Scotland, and the modern name 'Galloway' is derived from this ethnonym (Woolf 2007, 253; Clancy 2008) . Alex Woolf (2007, 297-98) compares the shifting ethnic borders of the south-west of Scotland in this period with the ethnic complexities of the Balkans and the spreading of the Gall-Ghàidheil with the success of the politically fluid and decentralised early Slavs. Clearly, the 'home' of the Gall-Ghàidheil, when we first meet them in the 9 th century, need not be coterminous with 12th century Galloway. (The subsequent This is the author's final version of © . From Dál Riata to the GallGaidheil. Viking and Medieval Scandinavia, 5 . Please refer to the published article for citation.
association of the Gall-Ghàidheil with Galloway, the region which carries their name, is comprehensively covered in Clancy 2008.
2 )
As either a war-band of scandinavianised Gaels, with Norse leaders, or just a mixed band of Gaels and Norse fighters, the Gall-Ghàidheil must have come from an area where both Gaels and Norse were free to become warriors (Green 1998, 85-87) . Prior to the 850s, such war-bands are unlikely to have existed in Ireland because, despite the extensive Irish annalistic evidence, no reports exist of Scandinavian settlement there prior to the establishment of the first Scandinavian bases in 841. If they had originated on Irish soil one might have expected the annalist to have linked them with some Irish tribal group, vis. in AU847 when a group of Irishmen take the opportunity to copy the behaviour of the Norse, they are identified and villified by the annalist:
Mael Sechnaill destroyed the Island of Loch Muinremor, overcoming there a large band of maccaibh bais ('sons of death') of Luigni and Gailenga, who had been plundering the territories in the manner of the heathens.
Instead, there is no attempt to link the Gall-Ghàidheil to any known tribal group and they are given the generic title of Ghàidheil, which suggests they could not be tied into the intricate pattern of tribal kingdoms. The Gàidheil settled in Alba offer an alternative. Dál Riata experienced a good deal of early Norse activity. Alex Woolf (2007, 64, 100) , in his recent interpretation of the evidence, claims that Dál Riata was occupied from c. 793 to 806 by the Norse, whom he identifies as the Hörðar from
Hordaland on the west coast of Norway. Actual Norse settlement in western Scotland may have been taking place from around 825, the last recorded date of an attack on Iona during the 9 th century (Jennings 1998, 41) . However, the settlers probably came from Sogn, also on the Norwegian west coast (see below). The logic of this position is that a resident Norse population would tend to deter later raiders. The kingdom may have rallied briefly under its native kings, until Aed son of Boanta was killed in 839.
Woolf suggests the Frankish chronicler, Prudentius of Troyes, under 847, recorded the This is the author's final version of © This is the author's final version of © . From Dál Riata to the GallGaidheil. Viking and Medieval Scandinavia, 5 . Please refer to the published article for citation.
Ketilsdóttir's grandson. Ari's family history thus will have passed through enough generations to become muddled and mistaken in parts, but even so it is likely to contain other parts that can be close to the historical truth.
The identification of Caittil Find with Ketill Flatnefr has had its advocates; W.F. Skene (1880, 311-12) accepted it and A.P. Smyth (1977, 118-126) This is the author's final version of © This is the author's final version of © Bearing in mind the earlier comments about the errors of transmission which may have crept into the Icelandic accounts, perhaps we can mine a couple of likely historical nuggets from the legendary material.
Firstly, Ketill is clearly linked with Sogn in Norway. This is extremely interesting, because the archaeological evidence shows that this is the area of Norway whence the earliest raids originated (Wamers 1997, 12-13) . Landnámabók, regarded as the most reliable of the sources, claims Ketill was the son of a great hersir 'lord' Björn Buna, son of the chieftain Wether-Grim of Sogn. Laxdoela saga, probably the least reliable source, which places him in Romsdal, still reports his father was Björn Buna.
Romsdal touches the region of the northwest coast of Norway where the very earliest insular material (i.e. from the British Isles) is found in graves from c. 800 (Fig. 2 ).
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Gall-Ghàidheil in Bute
We (1990, has dated the core text to the 820s or early 830s, while Dumville (2002) has argued it is probably a bit later, it being impossible to be certain of a date before c. 900. Clancy (2008, 30) argues that there is no likelihood that the entry which mentions the Gall-Ghàidheil is any later than the early 10 th century.
We agree with Clancy (2008, 30 ) that this is a profoundly significant piece of evidence, and with his assessment that Bute was considered within Gall-Ghàidheil territory not much later that 900 i.e. not more than 50 years after the appearance of the Gall-Ghàidheil in the Irish annals. In other words, what had been a part of Dál Riata, was now considered, in a contemporary Irish source, to be part of the lands of the
Gall-Ghàidheil.
There are a number of Norse place-names on Bute which indicate Norse settlement (Clancy 2008) , and the name Dunagoil (Dún nan gall 'Fort of the Foreigners'or Dún a' Ghaill 'fort of the foreigner') seems to indicate that the Norse took over the caput This is the author's final version of © Where better for a conquering lord to establish himself than the stronghold of a previous ruler. As well as being i nGallgaedelaib, was Bute in the Suðreyjar, which feature so strongly in the traditions concerning of Ketill's family? Duncan and Brown (1956-57, 192) claimed Bute was part of the 'Isles', namely the territory ruled by the Manx kings at some time, but that it was not part of the Suðreyjar. However, they are surely wrong; Bute was part of the diocese of Sodor created in c. 1100. Therefore, from an early 12 th century Norse perspective, at the time Landnámabók was being compiled, Bute would have been seen as a Suðrey.
Place-names and the Gall-Ghàidheil
We have argued several times Kruse 2005, 2009 ) that the onomastic evidence shows that there was great variation in the Norse impact on western Scotland, with the islands being more strongly affected than the coastal strip. There was a region where a native pre-Norse society with its own place-names survived and a region where the pre-Norse population with its place-names seems to have disappeared. A Gaelic-speaking society survived within the mainland territories of Dál Riata, and probably on Mull, more clearly on Arran and Bute, but apparently not on Islay, Coll and Tiree, whereas the pre-Norse society of Skye and the Outer Hebrides, which we have argued was Pictish, did not survive the Norse onslaught. Its onomastic signature disappeared, being completely replaced by Norse (Gaelic therein being a post-Norse phenomenon). We would like to revisit these arguments in some detail with reference to the question of the genesis of the Gall-Ghàidheil.
Two zones of Norse settlement
Based on the distribution of Scandinavian place-names, Western Scotland can be divided roughly into two zones. (See Fig. 1 .
) The outer zone has a western and insular
This is the author's final version of © 2) while the distribution of the element dalr, where it extends beyond the distribution of bólstađr, shows 'the sphere of Norse influence', not settlement (see Fig. 3 ). His argument is that bólstađr, as a habitative element, specifically indicates a settlement, while dalr, as a topographical element, primarily indicates a topographical feature and may never have been used to indicate a settlement. Nicolaisen believes the existence of these Norse topographical names in the inner zone is due to the influence of Norse seasonal visitors, making use of grassland, timber and fish on the mainland, and bringing local Gaels with them so that the Norse names could be passed on to the native Gaelic population.
We have on other occasions argued in detail against this view from a theoretical perspective ) and in a local study of the place-names of Kintyre (Jennings 2004 ). Nicolaisen's distribution maps are very important in that they help delineate two zones of Norse activity. However, the implications drawn from the division have This is the author's final version of © Crawford 1987, 111 and Crawford 1995, 10-13 this is the editor commenting on contributors' articles.)
Already in the 1950s Hugh Marwick recognised the importance of settlements with topographical names, which, he said, in Orkney 'have undoubtedly to be classed among the very earliest settlements' (Marwick 1952, 248) . With the application of archaeological, geographical and fiscal methods, scholars have been confirming this.
Lindsay Macgregor (1986) shows that this is the case in the Faroes and Shetland.
David Olson (1983) , in a multidisciplinary study of the settlements in certain areas of Lewis, Skye and Islay, concluded that the settlements with Norse topographical names were amongst the oldest and first established by the Norse. In addition, Ian Fraser (1995, 98, fig. 21) 
implicitly regards the Norse topographical names in Wester
Ross as referring to settlements. Fraser lists 40 Norse names (including one single habitative name, Ullapool) from this section of the coastline and 12 Gaelic names, most of which he regards as post-medieval (ibid. 97).
To recapitulate, the zones do not define areas of settlement and influence, because the Norse population established itself in both the inner and the outer zone. They used This is the author's final version of © . From Dál Riata to the GallGaidheil. Viking and Medieval Scandinavia, 5 . Please refer to the published article for citation. Hebrides from the end of the 9 th century. This is one hundred years after the first registered Viking raids on the West Coast of Scotland, and a couple of generations after the likely land-taking period. Therefore, bólstađr was probably not used during the first settlement phase in Scotland. Gammeltoft confirms this when he analyses the topographical and economic characteristics of farms bearing this element. Rather than being used to name the first farms established by the Norse, bólstađr is used to name farms that are chronologically of a secondary character, created when larger farming units were split up into several smaller units. Unfortunately, we lack similar detailed studies for the other habitative elements, but there is good reason to believe that setr and stađir are also of a similar secondary character. For example, the frequent use of personal names in compounds with these elements strongly suggests that they were used when larger farming units were divided and shared between several individuals.
It would appear, when the secondary nature of habitative generics is taken into account, that the outer zone was an area where Norse settlement, represented by the topographical generics, developed and secondary settlements were created within a Norse-speaking milieu, while the inner zone was an area where Norse settlement did This is the author's final version of © . From Dál Riata to the GallGaidheil. Viking and Medieval Scandinavia, 5. Please refer to the published article for citation.
not develop beyond the primary phase. The zones, of course, provide relative dating, not calendar dates.
Gall-Ghàidheil and the outer zone
Where might the Gall-Ghàidheil fit into this pattern of Norse settlement? Could they have originated in the Western Isles and Skye? There are several reasons why this is unlikely. Firstly, as said, it is not at all clear that the majority of the inhabitants living in this area prior to the Norse onslaught were Gaels. The population was probably Pictish (Fisher 2001, 11-12; Kruse 2005, 148-51) .
Further, there is no convincing onomastic or archaeological evidence in the Western
Isles to suggest that the previous population, whether Gael or Pict, survived to live alongside the Norse after their settlement (Jennings and Kruse 2005) . The prevailing view amongst scholars since George Henderson (1910, 185) is that the Norse names form the oldest stratum in this area and that there was total discontinuity between the pre-Norse and the Norse periods. (See MacBain 1922, 70; Watson 1926, 38-9; Fraser 1974 , 18-19, 1984 , 40 and Stahl 1999 Alan Lane (1983 Lane ( , 1990 and discussed further in Jennings and Kruse 2005) makes the case for an archaeological parallel between the Outer Hebrides and the Faroe Islands.
There is a sudden change in the pottery tradition in the Outer Hebrides and Skye around AD 800 with a completely new style and technique. The transformation is so dramatic that Lane (1983, 379) observes: 'I can see no evidence to derive the Vikingage style from the Dark-age style. The difference in form and construction methods seems overwhelming.' The closest connections in time and style to this new Hebridean pottery are the northern Irish Souterrain Ware assemblages in Co. Antrim, and Lane suggests that 'new potters' may either be the Norse who themselves have learned to make pottery in Ireland before settling in the Hebrides, or alternatively, they may have imported Irish slaves to make pots for them. Lane (1983, 348) further makes the observation that pottery of a very similar type is also found in the Faroe Islands, the only other Scandinavian settlement area in the West Atlantic with a pottery tradition. The Celtic historical presence on the Faroe Islands is notable in the genetic composition of the present population (Jorgensen et al. 2004) , there are Gaelic This is the author's final version of © . From Dál Riata to the GallGaidheil. Viking and Medieval Scandinavia, 5. Please refer to the published article for citation.
loan-words in the Faroese language and Gaelic even appears in Faroese place-names (Jakobsen 1902 and 1915) . The Irish style pottery both in the Faroe Islands and the Hebrides as well as the linguistic traces of Gaelic in Faroese are most likely to be indicative of Gaelic-speaking slaves.
In the outer zone, the general impression is that Norse immigration during the 9th century provides the earliest onomastic evidence, and it suggests that the Western
Isles and Skye had a predominantly Norse ethnic identity which lasted long after the time-period considered here, because secondary place-name development continued within a Norse-speaking context. It is an extraordinary fact that, bar some of the island names, no pre-Norse place-names appear to survive in the islands of the outer zone. Richard Coates (1990, 5-7) confirms that discontinuity of settlement is 'a strong possibility' on St Kilda. In her doctoral thesis on the place-names of Barra, Anke
Beate Stahl (1999, 365) found no linguistic evidence for a pre-Norse place-name stratum. Ian Fraser (1984, 40) Tiree and Islay with that of the Northern Isles. In both places we know there were settlements when the Norse arrived but there is no evidence from the onomasticon that the inhabitants of these settlements ever existed.
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As mentioned before, Gammeltoft (2001) A secondary settlement is characteristically further from the sea or possesses a poorer This is the author's final version of © . From Dál Riata to the GallGaidheil. Viking and Medieval Scandinavia, 5 . Please refer to the published article for citation.
harbour than a primary settlement, the soil quality is poorer, and there is more limited area for expansion and for grazing, etc. For a full discussion of the terms 'primary', 'secondary' and 'peripheral' and their application to settlements, see Olson 1983, 33-42 and Gammeltoft 2001, 178-214 . This is usually reflected in the taxation value.
For Kintyre we are lucky to have rentals from 1503. In these achadh can be seen to refer to secondary farming settlements. Auchnasavil (Achinnasawle) is valued at 2 merks, while Rhonadale (Rynnadill) is valued at 4 merks. Similarly, in the case of Dippen and Carradale, the former (Dwpeyn) is valued at 3 merks while the latter (Ardcardale) is valued at 4 merks.
The Norse who settled in the inner zone appear to have settled in clusters. In any given area there tend either to be several Norse names, or none. For example, along the peninsula of Kintyre, the Norse names stretch in a continuous distribution along the east coast while they are found only in two limited clusters along the west coast.
This is highly suggestive of the survival of a pre-Norse population. It is interesting that, in the case of Kintyre, the Norse place-names appear to avoid the area with the greatest concentration of pre-Norse archaeological sites, where presumably there was the greatest density of native settlement. The duns on the western side of Kintyre may have been inhabited during the 9 th century (Alcock and Alcock 1987, 131).
In contrast to the outer zone, there is an undeniable continuity of a pre-Norse, Gaelicspeaking population in the inner zone, namely the eastern and inner part of Dál Riata, consisting of Arran, Bute, Cowall, Kintyre and the rest of the mainland north to
Ardnamurchan. This is indicated by the survival of a number of pre-Norse names.
These survive along the western littoral such as the royal sites of Dunaverty (Aberte (Fraser 2009, 245 ).
The Norse place-names of the inner zone tell an intriguing story. At some point the Norse settled in sufficient numbers amongst the indigenous Gaelic-speaking population to establish a Norse community, coining the topographical settlement names. From the existence of the many originally Norse names on today's maps of this area it is safe to deduce that the Norse must have been a very important usergroup of these names, otherwise the names simply would not have been passed on.
However, the Norse cannot have been completely dominant, because, unlike in the outer zone, they must have undergone a process of naturalisation before any significant secondary settlement took place. This process, involving the adoption of the Gaelic language, might not have taken longer than a generation or two. Indeed, it must surely have been well under way by the time there was a need for bólstaðr or the other habitative elements, sometime in the latter part of the 9 th century, otherwise they would have used the Norse generics like their neighbours in the outer zone. It is unsurprising that Gaelic came to be the predominant language relatively quickly after an intense Norse settlement period, when it is remembered that the Scandinavian settlers in Normandy, where they lived in a similar mixed ethnic milieu, adopted
French within three generations. It was presumably after this linguistic transition that the territorial term Airer Goidel 'the coastline of the Gael' came into existence, reflecting the fact that Gaelic was now the language spoken by inhabitants of the mainland littoral. The creation of the term Airer Goidel can probably be dated to the late ninth or early-tenth century as it is equivalent to, and probably contemporary with, the term Airer Saxan 'the coastline of the Saxon' (referring to Galloway) which occurs in AU 913.5, when the 'new fleet' of the Ulaid was defeated by geinti 'heathen' i nairur Saxan (see Clancy 2008, 43, 44) .
Conclusions
To find the Gall-Ghàidheil one must find either an area where Norse settlers and a pre-existing Gaelic speaking population mixed, or a source of free Gaels who could join a Scandinavian-led war band. The onomastic evidence shows that Dál Riata, unlike Ireland, is clearly a region where such developments could have occurred. The place-names reveal that Dál Riata experienced a great deal of Norse settlement. On the islands of Islay, Tiree and Coll the Norse settlement was so intense and long
lasting that there appears to have been a break in continuity with the pre-Norse Gaelic This is the author's final version of © . From Dál Riata to the GallGaidheil. Viking and Medieval Scandinavia, 5 . Please refer to the published article for citation.
past. On these islands we find secondary habitative Norse settlement elements like bólstađr, which indicate that the Norse language was still productive in coining new place-names in the latter part of the 9 th century. In the heartland of Dál Riata the 
